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-The cause concerns mainly the dramatic increase in subscription fees of academic journals in their classic print version. In addition the relatively small number of scientific journals has not been evolved sufficiently towards the significant increase of the submitted research works. Hence the publishing process was become more and more slow.
-The solution is provided by the Internet development that would permit, among other things, the possibility to work out an electronic version of scientific journals allowing an international broadcast much cheaper and faster than that provided by the classic print version.
Thus since the 1990s we began to see the appearance of some journals in -The Green Road or Green Open Access strategy concerns the self-archiving of publications by researchers: an author freely online puts its own work on "archives" created for this purpose by institutions. 
Open Access Models of academic journals
Several models of open access in the Gold Road were invented by the editors.
Before presenting some of these models, I would rather present the definition of an open access journal: it is a scientific journal where only peer-reviewed articles that meet good standards are accepted for publication online. However generally we add the term "free" 
A real gentle revolution
As stated above from 1990s the increase of the charge of scientific journals in their classic print version and the insufficient number of these journals in the one hand and the progression of the Internet technology on the other hand were the first start points of a simple evolution from classic print system of academic publication to an electronic system. But I believe that this simple evolution was developed under a snowball effect in a real gentle revolution with its new peculiar problems and consequently new objectives (neo-objectives) (Chaabani 2015) . However the transitional period of this revolution seems to be very long because (1) 
Neo-objectives of the revolution
During the first phase of transition period new problems have been emerged and some previous problems have been evocated in a revolutionary way. The eventual solutions of these problems represent the neo-objectives of the revolution. I can present these new problems as follows:
Principal emerged problems and corresponding eventual solutions -Appearance of high strange coasts of open access research publishing: Several journals particularly in the case of the author pays require high coasts (sometimes the charge exceeds $ 2,500 USD per article). These high coasts must be thwarted directly during the debates and statements and indirectly by creating projects, within each country and at the international scale, providing a free open access for readers and a gratis publication for authors or a payment of very low cost tolerated by the community scientific of the different world countries. This will ensure the democratization of knowledge, a better visibility and citability of research works and consequently a greater research impact. Hence, we begin to hear about new models of open access journals so-called economic: they are either free or with a low publication charge of about $100 DA per article.
-Appearance of publishers so-called "predators".
Another problem emerges during this transition period refers to the appearance of some journals created primarily to "make money" and therefore gives no importance to the scientific quality. Thus we must beware of this kind of journals and unveil their publishers so-called "predators".
Evocation of the Impact Factor subject in a revolutionary way
The traditional journal quality has been assessed through the Thomson Reuters Impact Factor (TRIF). During the present revolutionary transition period this TRIF has been deeply and severely criticized at a level that some journals began to apply other alternative systems meanwhile the scientific community ménages to elaborate a more adequate international system for assessing journals or articles. The principal weaknesses of the TRIF could be summarized as follows:
The TRIF is a journal metric not qualified to assess an article: it expresses the frequency of citation of all articles published in a journal for a definite period. Hence, an article published in a high impact journal may have a number of citations very low, or even zero, and vice versa. This critic is strongly supported by statistical analyses which, in addition, highlighted other problems with the impact factor calculation (e.g., The TRIFs are calculated using citations not only from research articles but also other article categories particularly review articles which tend to receive much more citations than research articles and hence journals carrying some review articles, and especially journals exclusively devoted to them, will have relatively higher TRIFs. In addition, journals in rapidly changing and growing fields such as molecular biology generally have much higher immediate citation rates, so they will always have higher impact factors than those in other fields. 
Other evocated subjects
Other relatively secondary subjects were also evocated such as the priority given to peer-review by some journals following a new model "Peer Journal" giving importance to the reviewers who although have done a great work they are neither paid nor cited. Thus these journals are begun to cite the reviewers and even, if they accept, to publish their comments with the corresponding article. Thus it is a first step that will lead to the fact that only experts can assess an article and not the TRIF of the journal.
Finally another subject was evocated concerning the fact that authors would retain all their rights. 
Conclusion
A gentle revolution in the world of academic publication was started since 1990s as a simple evolution from classic print system of academic publication to an electronic system. But this simple evolution was developed under a snowball effect in a real gentle revolution with its new peculiar problems. The first principal new problem lies in the fact that the number of emerged open access journals has growth dramatically and anarchically at the level that now it exceeds the need. In addition, the majority of these journals are not gratis for both readers and authors and high strange coasts of open access research publishing begin to appear often in a strange correlation with a relatively high TRIF. The second principal problem concerns the TRIF itself which suffers so many weaknesses and in any case it cannot tell us anything about the real quality of any original (research) article. The 25-year transition period (1990 -2015) may be extended for another 25 years period during it the community scientific must find radical resolutions to these two principal problems and other secondary problems.
In other words it is time to get things on track in a better way such as the establishment 31 of a new international system of journal coverage (indexation) with practical scientific criteria publicly available and particularly the development of a new better way to assess the scientific articles. In any case the dictatorship of the single international impact factor "TRIF" have been ruptured and cannot continue as before because I believe that the revolution is there and we cannot set back the clock.
